Appendix IlI

Table - Results from meta-analyses performed for each one of the 13 variables considered, which were the basis of the forest plot represented on
figure 1 of the results section

E r
gger Begg
regression: Mazumdar
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision test:

coefficient

(p); Adj.R2 < Kendal (p)

Age . -0.025 0.080
2= 36.8% = yreET i (0.504); (0.606)
Std. Effect: = iRhn . 0.021
-0.02 B LTSN
95%Cl: = feus T = |
-0.1300.08 NG il 8 S
p = 0.665 e i - .
— s
: = gD 2 . ..
= e — T oo o T T _

Observed Outcome Observed Outcome




Egger

regression: _,m\_mmm d
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision ﬂmmﬂcz_ ar
coefficient . —Am.z dal (p)
(p); Adj.R2
% Male -0.030 0.348
2= 98.8% =T e o (0.046); (0.017)
Std. Effect: > ._U_”ww . 0.132 Higher effect
0.82 - \m@ 5 . R Higher size for
95%Cl: o S 3 T M . . effect size | studies with
0.14 to 1.50 o i RIS R for studies | higher
p=0.018 - ¥ w g ¢ with smaller | variability (in
& i o | = precision spite of p <
e i © 0.05,
RE Mosel H|_|“_|_I_ o m — : L _,___ = oo:,m._m:o: is
4 2 0 2 4 8 2 0 2 4 despicable)
Osserved Outeoms Observed Outcome
% Non- -0.046 0.601 (<
ischemic " 18! ° (0.004); 0.001)
aetiology " i 0.284 Higher effect
12=99.2% s 1% S B . Higher size for
Std. Effect: &L Mm T o effect size | studies with
2.41 . % g8 I * . for studies | higher
95%Cl: - umuw, IS with smaller | variability
1.53 to0 3.29 . i3 @ . ¥ precision (moderate
p < 0.001 2 i 5 0 correlation)
I T T w h T T T T T T . T
s o s 0 2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Observed Outcome

Observed Outcome




Egger

regression: Begg
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision _<_mN.:3am_.
test
coefficient xm.: dal (p)
(p); AdjR2 | " P
% Left o . -0.072 0.571
branch Auger 2014 - 352([320,3.83] (0.063); (0.061)
block Brunet-Berard 2014 - 530[469,590] | 5 4 . : 0.373
petnon |ty ogaed | § ] e T
. rahim i —— . 74, 4. o2} Y o
Std. Effect: Mastenbroek 2016 B 013039013 | 5 & - !
220 pemde” | m mpesd) g C
. 1 i : 1. : < b
o%wgmoﬁ_m .63 Zhu 2019 - o.mo?.:“o.%w 2 -
p 0013 RE Model —— 2.25[0.88, 3.63] 8 .
T T T ] o T T T T
2 0 2 4 6 0o 1 2 3 4
Observed Outcome
Observed Outcome
% Atrial 0.192 -0.400
ﬂ__m_.m_u_m_wmw_% n Almeida-Morais 2018 [ -0.55 [-0.69, -0.42] ) mo.ﬂwwéu (0.483)
B ; o. Mastenbroek 2016 ®  162[1.34, 191] 5 _ ’
Std. Effect: Modi 2017 —— 304[372,-236] | =
-0.53 Sunman 2016 = o097[072, 121 | B £ ] .
95%Cl: Wong 2013 - 174[209,139 | € ©
-2.20t0 1.13 & _
p=0.530 RE Model ————— 053[-2.20, 1.13]
1T 1T 1 m _ .
4 2 0 2 e _ _ _

Observed Outcome

Observed Outcome




Egger

regression: Begg
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision R_.umw.can_m_.
coefficient xm.: dal (p)
(p); Adj.R2 | ° P
QRS Time e o -0.021 -0.033
m:mw o R mo%%mv_ (0.843)
=U. 1% . | .005
Std. Effect: :m
0.24 - B |
95%Cl: § o
0.13t0 0.36 & i
p < 0.001
RE Model m -]
o I
2 0 3 -1
Observed Outcome
Ejection o -0.167 0.282
fraction (%) mwm:m__ﬂm%%oz ”m - (0.329); (0.080)
_ Fn_._mm-m.n“.go_‘m_wNo._m Mk
12=0.0% mmc e mem: 9 2014 HM X 5 n 0.0001
Std. Effect: EaiEa e A &5
0.004 il 1 T g
95%Cl: ._mm_mm_?sﬂx%oa ps m e
-0.24 t0 0.25 WT; ) i »
= ang prys
p=0.976 il WMNSO m 3 @
RE Model 0 iy £

Observed Outcome




Egger

regression: _,m\_wmm-: dar
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision test:
coefficient . _AmLa_mH )
(p); Adj.R2 i
LVESV (ml) o . 0.026 -0.326
12=97.3% Absehypg2017 399 843 (0.140); (0.046)
Std. Effect: m_am__w&wﬁga sai8iE 85 | 0.068 Higher
-0.06 e T $Ee 8% | © ] effect size
95%Cl: __w%mwm%mw “.ﬁww - _W_W ; M 5 3 | . for studies
-0.23100.14 | [EE8 e gty | 8 S with higher
p =0.537 ey B 0 | S | ¢ * variability (in
e gL ik spite of p <
RE Model -0.06 [-0.24, 0.12] m — * OOm.
[ —— ] o _ T _ correlation
45 4 05 0 05 1 -1 05 0 05 is
Observed Outcome Observed Outcome QQWU_ON_U_QV
% NYHA I o -1.96 0.143
12=952% Almeida-Morais 2018 | -~ 164[0.94,2.34] (0.083); (0.773)
Std. Effect: Brunet-Bernard 2014 il 0.82[0.25, 1.40] = 0.380
185 Modi 2017 ——=——  493[340,646] | S 7]
: Risum 2012 — 056[-0.33,145] | W
95%Cl: Sunman 2016 —.— 0.02[-093,098] | B &
0.37 t0 3.33 Wong 2013 —s—  483[356,610] | 2 < o
p= 0.014 Zaremba 2019 i 063[-0.14, 1.40] % |
RE Model ——— 1.85[0.37,3.33] -
[ I I T 1 ™~ o
< T T I I
2 0 2 4 6 8 0 5 3 4

Observed Outcome

Observed Outcome




Egger

regression: Begg
. g " | Mazumdar
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision test:
coefficient xm.: dal (p)
(p); Adj.R2 | ° P
% NYHA Il 0.436 0.055
12 =99.0% ° 0.414); 0.830
Std. Effect e wﬁmw_m ots o ek w =t Mv.oi : A :
081 RO I ‘L
95%Cl: aste 2016 i 199" w_ %
om_w —— - A ) - T g
-2.16 to 0.53 Wﬁ - - “H 3 pik
oa : Ay 5 4
P : .
_Nm _,\_oam_ -0. w‘_ [-2.16, 0.53] N ] . ;
m T I : T T
-8 4 02 4 6 -4 -2 0
Observed Outcome
Observed Outcome
% NYHA IV o - 0.345 -0.357
_N = @@@nxw w_ﬁm_awwﬁm_‘w_w 2018 .- ;%WM HTWNW—. WW—M“ AOA.wmwv_ AOMNGV
. ertini H -0.75[-1.04, -0. o —
oos | e T SHRRUE S : noe
: Modi 2017 —e 19070128 265 | B S |
95%Cl: Shanks 2010 ® 302(268 335 | € o
tadtoras | MRS v aIEIR I E
p=0.976 RE Model —— 0.02 [-1.44, 1.48] @ . .
I e e — @ . 3
ST A

Observed Outcome

Observed Outcome




Egger

. | Begg
regression: Mazumdar
Variable Forest Plot Funnel Plot precision test:
coefficient . xm.: dal (p)
(p); Adj.R2 P
% Diabetes , o 0.452 -0.333
I2=99.2% Ahmed 2016 -— 2.33[-3.07,-1.59 (0.147); (0.216)
Almeida-Morais 2018 & | 2.61[-3.02, -2.21 ’
Std. Effect: Mastenbroek 2016 m -080[-1.10-051] | . | 0.149
-0.79 Modi 2017 i - 250[185, 3.16 <]
: Petrovic 2016 —— H -4.56 [-5.56, -3.56 0
95%Cl: Shanks 2010 i m 156136 176] | - 3 .
Sunman 2016 - 2.05[-2.54, -1.55 5 ~ . 3
-2.09 to 0.51 Wita 2015 ] -0.34[-066,-0.01 T o i
p= 0.235 Wong 2013 n -0.241-0.55, 0.08 o]
. Zhu 2019 ‘. 0.79[0.37 1.21 » - .
RE Model — -0.79[-2.09, 0.51] > 1
e S e e 3 4
0 . g
6 4 20 2 4 © _ _ _
4 2 0
Observed QOutcome
Observed Outcome
% HT 0.505 -0.357
12=98.1% © (0.427); (0.275)
Ahmed 2016 —— 3.47 [-4.54, -2.40] ’
Std. Effect: Almeida-Morais 2018 [ 0.75[0.43, 1.08] 0.108
-0.30 Modi 2017 - 026[078 025] | 5 - —
- Petrovic 2016 - 011[061,038] | =
95%Cl: Sunman 2016 - 219[278,159] | 5 o .
162 t0 1.02 Wita 2015 - 106[154 058] | & & —
-1.b210 1. Wong 2013 - 100[053, 146] | 8 © . ;
p = 0.652 Zhu 2019 —=- 279[198 360] | S
RE Model —— 20.30[-1.62, 1.02]
[ —— 1 s .
6 4 2 0 2 4 P T _ T

Observed Outcome

4

2

Observed Outcome




